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FIGURE 2-1   Forces under START I and II: United States and Russia
6,750 could be carried by ballistic missiles. Since U.S. operational strategic forces are already close to the final levels mandated by START I, and will meet those levels by the end of 1994, this second-phase limit would not require any further reductions in U.S. forces between 1994 and 1999. By contrast, over the same period, Russian deployed strategic forces would be reduced by 20 percent.
In early 2001 the force levels of the first phase of START II would supersede the final force levels of START I, requiring cuts to 4,250 actual warheads on each side. This would be a reduction in just two years of approximately 50 percent in projected U.S. forces and somewhat less on the Russian side (though with more emphasis on missile cutbacks). Moreover, by 2001, all remaining nuclear weapons would be removed from Ukraine, Kazakhstan, and Belarus.
In the second and final phase of START II, actual U.S. and Russian warheads would have to undergo another reduction of approximately 18 percent, to reach the final ceiling of 3,500 warheads. Thus, in the four years from 1999 to 2003, U.S. forces would be reduced by more than 60 percent, and Russian forces by 55 percent. This uneven pace of reductions could be smoothed out if each side continued to carry out reductions sooner than it is legally required to do so.
THE CRISIS IN THE FORMER SOVIET UNION
The demise of the Soviet Union and the ongoing political and economic crises in the former Soviet states raise substantial risks for arms reduction and nonproliferation.uctions required under these treaties would come just after the turn of the century, to meet START II limits.10
